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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment (A) 



1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 4/9/04. 

2. Claims 23 and 26 have been canceled in this amendment. 

3. Claims 29-32 have been added in this amendment. 

4. Claims 1-22, 24-25 and 27-32 are pending in this action. 

5. The new title has been approved by examiner. 

6. This action is final. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 7, 8, 16, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Camp, Jr. et al. (Camp) (US 6,070,078) in view of Bark et al. (Bark) 

(US 6,445,917 B1). 

As per claim 1: a method of facilitating a determination of a location associated with an 
occurrence of an event, comprising: 

determining a location of a base device, the base device being in wireless 
communication with a wireless device reads on '078 (see abstract; col. 2, lines 25-58). 
A cellular telephone is a wireless device. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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storing information to enable a subsequent determination of the location 
associated with the wireless device reads on '078 (see fig. 1 , element 170; col. 2, lines 
25-58; col. 4, lines 38-43). The server (170) shown in the base station can receive and 
store GPS generated location data relating to a cellular telephone. In other words, the 
server is a storage medium. But, Camp does not explicitly teach about a cellular 
telephone being/used as an event device, associated with occurrence of an event and 
transmitting the event to its base station and the base device receiving the information 
from the event device, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, 
Bark teaches that a mobile station can provide event based or event driven report to a 
network that controls it (see col. 3, line 30-col. 4, line 40, particularly, col. 3, lines 30- 
60). It is obvious that a base station is part of the radio network which interfaces the 
mobile station's to the network at large. It is also obvious that the event based report 
transmitted by the mobile station is received by the base station as can be seen from 
fig. 1 of Bark. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Camp with that of Bark for 
the advantage of enabling the radio network to promptly and effectively respond to 
changing conditions (see col. 3, lines 21-24). 

As per claim 3: the method, wherein the base device is associated with a 
predetermined location reads on '078 (see abstract; col. 2, lines 25-53). The coverage 
area of Camp's base station (fig. Element 100) is planned and predetermined. 
As per claim 4: the method, wherein a plurality of base devices receive information 
from the event device reads on '917 (see col. 1, lines 10-24; col. 3, lines 30-44). 
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As per claim 5: the method, wherein the base device receives information from a 
plurality of event devices reads on '917 (see col. 1, lines 10-24; col. 3, line 61 -col. 4, line 
10). It is obvious that a base station can communicate with several event reporters. 
As per claim 7: the method, wherein the information received from the event device 
comprises at least one of: (i) an event device identifier, (ii) an event identifier, (iii) an 
operator identifier, (iv) an indication of an event time, (v) an indication of a location, (vi) 
proximity information, and (vii) direction information reads on '078 (see col. 2, lines 43- 
53). 

As per claim 8: the method, further comprising: 

transmitting information to the event device reads on '917 (see col. 4, lines 11- 
22). Instruction is a form of information. 

As per claim 16: the method, wherein the event device comprises a transaction 
device and the event comprises a transaction reads on '078 (see fig. 1, element 140; 
col. 2, lines 46-53). 

As per claim 17: the method, wherein the transaction device comprises at least 

one of: (i) a portable computer, (ii) a personal digital assistant, (iii) a wireless telephone, 

(iv) a payment device, (v) an entertainment device, (vi) a game device, and (vii) a 

gambling device reads on '079 (see fig. 1, element 140; col. 2, lines 46-53). 

As per claim 18: the method, wherein the event device comprises a competition 

device and the event comprises a competition event reads on '078 (see fig. 1 , element 

140; col. 2, lines 44-53). It is well know that a cellular telephone enables a user to play a 
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stored game or download a game program from a remote site and would have been 
obvious to use the cellular telephone (140) to use it in such a manner. 
As per claim 19: the method, wherein the event device comprises a medical device 
and the event comprises a medical event reads on '078 (see fig. 1, element 140; col. 2, 
lines 44-53). The transceiver, processor and memory in the cellular telephone (140) can 
be considered as medical devices when used in the medical setting or used for 
exchanging medical information. In such a use, the prior art device can be considered 
as a medical device and the reporting as medical report/even. 
As per claim 20: the method, wherein the event device comprises a security device 
reads on '078 (see fig. 1, element 140; col. 2, lines 44-53). Examiner believes the 
cellular telephone (140) includes devices for security considerations to prevent fraud or 
for reporting crime. 

As per claim 21 : the method, wherein the stored information comprises at least one 
of (i) a base device identifier, (ii) an event device identifier, (iii) an event identifier, (iv) an 
operator identifier, (v) an indication of an event time, (vi) an indication of a location, (vii) 
proximity information, and (viii) direction information reads on '078 (see fig. 1, element 
180; col. 3, lines 50-60; col. 8, lines 14-21). An indication of location, which is at least 
one of the conditions called by claim 21 , has been satisfied. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Camp in 
view of Bark, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Otto et al. (Otto) (US 
5,870,029). 
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As per claim 2: the method, wherein said determination of the location of the base 
device is performed via at least one of (i) a global positioning system device, and (ii) a 
wireless communication device reads on '078 (see fig. 1, elements 100, 170 and 180; 
col. 2, lines 25-53). But, Camp does not explicitly teach about a mobile base 
device/station, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Otto 
teaches that a base station can be made mobile or transportable (see fig. 1 , block 20; 
col. 2, line 58-col. 3, line 25). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made modify the above references with the 
teaching of Otto for the advantage of closely monitoring a mobile entity (see col. 3, lines 
13-18). 

Claims 6 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Camp in view of Bark as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Cannon et al. 
(Cannon) (US 2002/0094777 A1 ). 

As per claim 6: But, Camp in view of Bark do not explicitly teach about the use of a 
Bluetooth communication device for receiving information, as claimed by applicant. 
However, in a related field of endeavor, Cannon teaches that a Bluetooth 
communication system can be connected to a GPS for receiving and providing location 
information and security authorization (see fig. 2, elements 102 and 106; page 2, 
paragraphs 0020-0033, particularly paragraph 0020; page 3, paragraphs 0035-0046). 
Furthermore, Cannon also teaches that virtually any device can be a Bluetooth piconet 
device (see page 2, paragraph 0032). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the teaching 
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of Camp in view of Bark with that of Cannon for the advantage of providing a peer-to- 
peer communication over a short distance of wireless communication without licensing 
requirements from a regulatory government authorities (see page 1 , paragraphs 0006- 
0007). 

As per claim 9: the method wherein the information transmitted to the event device 
comprises authorization information reads on '777 (see pages 2-3, paragraph 0033 and 
0046). 

Claims 10-12, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Camp in view of Bark as applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and 
further in view of Auerbach (US 2002/0003470 A1 ). 

As per claim 10: but, Camp in view of Bark does not explicitly teach about a method of 
storing supplemental information in association with the occurrence of the event, 
as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Auerbach teaches that 
a mobile vehicular base station, in addition to location data via a GPS, can store 
information associated with the firing of a shotgun event (see page 1, paragraph 0009; 
page 2, paragraphs 0021-0022; page 5, paragraphs 0099-0107). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to further modify the teachings of Camp in view of Bark with the teaching of Auerbach 
for the advantage determining the location of gunshots in an urban area and quicken 
the response time by police and emergency response personnel (see page 1 , 
paragraphs 0004 and 0005 
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As per claim 11: the method wherein the supplemental information comprises at least 
one of: (i) audio information, and (ii) image information reads on '470 (see page 1 , 
paragraph 0009; page 2, paragraphs 0021-0022; page 5, paragraph 0103). 
As per claim 12: the method, wherein the supplemental information comprises at least 
one of: (i) orientation information, (ii) directional information, (iii) velocity information, (iv) 
acceleration information, and (v) altitude information reads on '470 (see page 5, 
paragraphs 0100-0107). 

As per claim 14: the method, wherein the event device comprises a weapon and the 
event comprises a discharge of the weapon reads on '470 (see page 1, paragraph 
0009). 

As per claim 15: the method, wherein the base device is associated with an 
automobile reads on '470 (see fig. 6, element 2; page 1, paragraph 0009; page 5, 
paragraphs 0100-0103). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Camp in 
view of Bark, as applied to claim 1 above and further in view of Bandera et al. (Bandera) 
(US 6,332,127 B1). 

As per claim 13: but, Camp in view of Bark does not explicitly teach about a method 
wherein encrypted information is exchanged between the base device and the event 
device, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Bandera 
teaches that encrypting and decrypting electronic information being exchanged between 
computing or (transmitting and receiving devices) devices is well understood in the art 
wherein the medium can be infrared, wire line, or wireless (see fig. 8; col. 9, line 49-col. 
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10, line 20, particularly, col. 9, line 66-col. 10, line 14). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the teaching of Camp in view of Bark by that of Bandera for the advantage of 
securing the content of communication information since to do so is well 
known/understood in the art as taught by Bandera. 

Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Auerbach in view of Cannon. 

As per claim 22: a computer-implemented method of monitoring a discharge of a 
weapon, comprising: 

receiving at an automobile device global positioning system information 
indicating a location of an automobile associated with the weapon reads on '470 (see 
figs. 6 and 7; page 5, paragraphs 0101-0102; page 6, claim 1). 

storing time information and location information to enable a subsequent 
determination of the time and location of the discharge of the weapon reads on '470 
(see page 5, paragraphs 0100-0105). Storing time information would have been 
inherent to a system that makes use of signals received from a GPS system. But, 
Auerbach does not explicitly teach about the use of a Bluetooth communication for 
exchanging information as it relates to a discharge of a weapon, as claimed by 
applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Cannon teaches that a Bluetooth 
communication system can be connected to a GPS for receiving and providing location 
information (see fig. 2, elements 102 and 106; page 2, paragraphs 0020-0032, 
particularly paragraph 0020; page 3, paragraphs 0035-0036). Therefore4, it would have 
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been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the teaching of Auerbach with that of Cannon for the advantage of providing a 
peer-to-peer communication over a short distance of wireless communication without 
licensing requirements from a regulatory government authorities (see page 1 , 
paragraphs 0006-0007). 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Camp in 
view of Bark. 

As per claim 24: a base device reads on '917 (see fig. 1A, elements 28), comprising: 
a processor reads on '917 (see col. 6, lines 25-33). 

a wireless communication device adapted to communicate with an event device 
associated with an occurrence of an event reads on '917 (see col. 3, lines 30-60). The 
base station/device includes a radio transceiver for wireless communication. 

a storage device in communication with said processor and storing instructions 
adapted to be executed by said processor reads on '917 (see col. 6, lines 15-25) to: 

receive information from the event device reads on 917 (see col. 6, line 56-col. 7, 
line 12). But, Bark does not explicitly teach about a base station comprising a storage 
device in communication with said base device processor for storing instructions 
adapted to be executed by said base device processor to determine the location of the 
base device and store information to enable a subsequent determination of a location 
associated with the wireless device. However, in a related field of endeavor, Camp 
teaches about a base station comprising a server for storing GPS location data so as to 
determine its own location and thereby to determine the location of a wireless device 
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associated with the base station (see fig. 1, elements 100, 170 and 180; abstract; col. 2, 
lines 25-53; col. 4, lines 44-65). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Bark 
with that of Camp for the advantage of the cellular telephone system to determine the 
location of a cellular telephone operating within the system (see col. 1 , lines 15-27). It is 
to be noted that when the references are combined as discussed above, a base station 
will be able to store information that will enable it to determine a location associated with 
the occurrence of an event at the wireless device/mobile station. 
As per claim 25: the apparatus, wherein said storage device further stores an event 
occurrence database reads on '078 (see fig. 1, elements 100, 170 and 180; col. 4, lines 
44-65). 

Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bark in 
view of Camp. 

As per claim 27: a system, comprising: 

a base device reads on '917 (see fig. 1A, elements 28), comprising: 
a base device processor reads on '917 (see col. 6, lines 25-33). 
a wireless communication device adapted to communicate with an event 

device associated with an occurrence of an event reads on '917 (see col. 3, lines 30- 

60), and 

receive information from the event device reads on 917 (see col. 6, line 56-col. 7, 
line 12), and 

an event device reads on '917 (see col. 3, lines 30-60), comprising: 
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an event device processor reads on '917 (see col. 6, lines 15-25), 

a wireless communication device adapted to communicate with said base 
device reads on '917 (see fig. 1A, elements 28 and 30; col. 3, lines 30-60). and 

a storage device in communication with said event device processor and 
storing instructions adapted to be executed by said event processor reads on '917 (see 
col. 6, lines 15-25) to: 

determine that the event has occurred reads on '917 (see col. 3, lines 30-44), 

and 

transmit information to the base device reads on '917 (see col. 3, lines 37-44), 
the information enabling the determination of the location associated with the 
occurrence of the event reads on '917 (see col. 3, line 55-col. 4, line 3). The phrase 
"moving into or moving out of a predetermined parameter range" indicates location. But, 
Bark does not explicitly teach about a base station comprising a storage device in 
communication with said base device processor for storing instructions adapted to be 
executed by said base device processor to determine a location of the base device and 
store information to enable a subsequent determination of a location associated with the 
wireless device. However, in a related field of endeavor, Camp teaches about a base 
station comprising a server for storing GPS location data so as to determine its own 
location and thereby to determine the location of a wireless device associated with the 
base station (see fig. 1, elements 100, 170 and 180; abstract; col. 2, lines 25-53; col. 4, 
lines 44-65). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Bark with that of Camp for 
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the advantage of the cellular telephone system to determine the location of a cellular 
telephone operating within the system (see col. 1 , lines 15-27). It is to be noted that 
when the references are combined as discussed above, a base station will be able to 
store information that will enable it to determine a location associated with the 
occurrence of an event at the wireless device/mobile station. 

Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Camp in 
view of Bark. 

As per claim 28: a medium storing instructions adapted to be executed by a processor 
to perform a method of facilitating a determination of a location associated with an 
occurrence of an event, said method comprising: 

determining a location of a base device, the base device being in wireless 
communication with a wireless device reads on '078 (see abstract; col. 2, lines 25-58). 
A cellular telephone is a wireless device. 

storing information to enable a subsequent determination of the location 
associated with the wireless device reads on '078 (see fig. 1, element 170; col. 2, lines 
25-58; col. 4, lines 38-43). The server (170) shown in the base station can receive and 
store GPS generated location data relating to a cellular telephone. But, Camp does not 
explicitly teach about a cellular telephone being/used as an event device, associated 
with occurrence of an event and transmitting the event to its base station and the base 
station receiving the information from the event device. However, in a related field of 
endeavor, Bark teaches that a mobile station can provide event based or event driven 
report to a network that controls it (see col. 3, line 30-col. 4, line 40, particularly, col. 3, 
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lines 30-60). It is obvious that a base station is part of the radio network which 
interfaces the mobile station's to the network at large. It is also obvious that the event 
based report transmitted by the mobile station is received by the base station as can be 
seen from fig. 1 of Bark. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Camp with that of 
Bark for the advantage of enabling the radio network to promptly and effectively 
respond to changing conditions (see col. 3, lines 21-24). 

Claims 29-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sharkey et al. (Sharkey) (US 5,504,717) in view of Otto et al. (Otto) (US 5,870,029). 
As per claim 29: a method of facilitating a determination of a location associated with 
an occurrence of an event, comprising: 

base device being in wireless communication with an event device associated 
with the occurrence of the event read on 717 (see col. 3, lines 3-10). In fig. 1, element 
20 is a base device and elements 10 can be considered as event devices that detect 
the firing of a weapon. Both the base device and the event devices are capable of 
wireless communication. 

receiving at the base device event occurrence information from the event device 
reads on 717 (see col. 2, line 58-col. 3, line 26). The system (particularly the pole unit 
10) is capable of detecting and reporting an event as it happens and the report in itself 
is an indication of an event that took place. 

in response to the received event occurrence information, storing information in 
an event occurrence database reads on 717 (see col. 2, line 58-col, 3, line 17). The 
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buffer memory of the pole unit or event device can store information regarding the even 
including time and localization. 

subsequent to the occurrence of the event, retrieving information from the event 
occurrence database to enable a determination of the time and location associated with 
the event reads on 717 (see col. 2, line 58-col. 3, line 26; col. 4, lines 54-62). But, 
Sharkey does not explicitly teach about determining a location of a base device, as 
claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Otto teaches about a 
base station/base device that can determine its own geographic location and maintains 
communication with other devices (see col. 2, lines 40-65; col. 3, lines 8-25). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Sharkey's base station with the teaching of Otto for the advantage 
of monitoring the locations of mobiles, remote objects, and including people without 
burdening the monitored objects with bulky or heavy communication equipment (see 
col. 1, lines 5-11). 

As per claim 30: the method wherein the event is associated with at least one of : a 
discharge of a weapon, an automobile accident, a medical procedure, a competition 
occurrence, a transaction and a security occurrence reads on 717 (see col. 2, line 58- 
col. 3, line 26). 

As per claim 31: a method, comprising: 

a base device being in wireless communication with an event device associated 
with a user reads on 717 (see col. 3, lines 3-10). In fig. 1 , element 20 is a base device 
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and elements 10 can be considered as event devices that detect the firing of a weapon. 
Both the base device and the event devices are capable of wireless communication. 

receiving at the base device a signal from the event device indicating that the 
user has initiated an event reads on 717 (see col. 2, line 58-col. 3, line 26). The system 
(particularly the pole unit 10) is capable of detecting and reporting an event as it 
happens and the report in itself is an indication of an event that took place. 

storing information to enable a subsequent determination of a location associated 
with the event reads on 717 (see col. 4, lines 28-40, lines 54-62). The base 
station/device 20 includes a computer (capable of storing and processing data) and is 
capable of locating gunshot events. But, Sharkey does not explicitly teach about 
determining a location of a base device, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related 
field of endeavor, Otto teaches about a base station/base device that can determine its 
own geographic location and maintains communication with other devices (see col. 2, 
lines 40-65; col. 3, lines 8-25). Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Sharkey's base station with 
the teaching of Otto for the advantage of monitoring the locations of mobiles, remote 
objects, and including people without burdening the monitored objects with bulky or 
heavy communication equipment (see col. 1 , lines 5-1 1 ). 

As per claim 32: the method wherein the base device is also associated with the user 
reads on '029 (see fig. 1 , element 20; col. 2, line 40-col. 3, line 25). 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments filed 4/9/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments and responses by examiner are provided as shown 
bellow. 

Argument I: with regard to claims 1-21 , 24-25 and 27-30, applicant argues by saying 
"because the references, taken alone, or in combination, do not disclose storing 
information to enable a subsequent determination of a location associated with an 
occurrence of an event as recited in these claims, Applicants respectfully request that 
the rejection be withdrawn. 

Response I: as mentioned in the rejection, the '078 reference discloses determination 
of base station location and a cellular telephone by exchanging data that enables the 
system to determine the locations of both the base station and the cellular telephone. 
Both the base station and the cellular telephone include a GPS receiver (see fig. 1, 
elements 100 and 200; col. 3, line 50-col. 4, line 2). Furthermore, examiner believes that 
in the '078 reference, location is determined subsequent to the reception and storage of 
location data by location determining entities, particularly the base station. In fact, there 
is not way of determining location before receiving location data. However, as 
mentioned in the rejection of the above claims, the '078 reference doe not discloses 
about reporting the occurrence of an event. This feature is provided by *917reference as 
shown in the rejection of the claims. The '917 reference mentions a broad range of 
events that are being reported based on predetermined triggering conditions. Since both 
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of the combined references are within same field of endeavor (wireless / mobile 
communication system), they can be combined as provided by the obviousness rule. 
Hence, the argument is not persuasive. 

Argument II: regarding with claims 25 and 29, applicant presents a separate argument 
by saying "the temporary storage of location information in the '078 patent (and of 
event information in '917 patent) at a local register or memory unit while a calculation is 
performed should not be considered as storing the information in an "event occurrence 
database" to allow a subsequent determination of a location associated with the 
occurrence of an event. Nothing in the portions of the '078 patent cited in the Office 
Action — supports such an interpretation." 

Response II: examiner respectfully disagrees. The '078 base station or the server 
therein is capable of storing GPS information or /and location data that enables the 
base station to subsequently determine the location of its own and the cellular phone 
under its coverage area. When the cellular phone in the '078 patent is modified to 
include an event reporting capability (as taught in the reference '917), this report would 
have been received, stored and processed by the base station so as to determine the 
location of the event reporting cellular phone. 

Argument III: with regard to claim 18, applicant argues by saying there is not 
suggestion in any reference that the base station might store information such that a 
location of a competition event could later be determine. 

Response III: examiner respectfully disagrees with the argument First, the base station 
of the prior art has clearly been shown as being capable of receiving and storing 
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location data and subsequently determining its own or/and that of a cellular telephone. 
Furthermore, it is also shown that the '078 cellular phone can be made/modified to 
include event reporting capability as taught by the reference '917. As far as the event 
device being a competition device, and the event a competition event, examiner, as 
shown in the rejection, believes that it is known in the art that mobile or wireless 
telephones include competitive game programs. Second, it also need to be noted that 
the feature, - "such that a location of a competition event could later be determined", 
was not claimed in such a manner in the above claims. 
Argument IV: with regard to claim 19, applicant argues by saying there is not 
suggestion in any reference that the base station could store information such that a 
location of a medical event could later be determine. 

Response IV: examiner respectfully disagrees with the argument. First, the base 
station of the prior art has clearly been shown as being capable of receiving and storing 
location data and subsequently determining its own or/and that of a cellular telephone. 
Furthermore, it is also shown that the '078 cellular phone can be made/modified to 
include event reporting capability as taught by the reference '917. As far as the device 
is being a medical device and the event, a medical event, examiner, as shown in the 
rejection, asserts that a cellular telephone can be assumed as a medical device when it 
is involved in medical information/event reporting. Second, it also need to be noted that 
the feature, - "such that the location of a medical event could later be determined", was 
not featured in claim 19 in such a manner. 
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Argument V: with regard to claim 20, applicant argues by saying there is not 
suggestion that the event is a "security event" and the base station could store 
information such that the location of a security event could later be determine. 
Response V: examiner respectfully disagrees with the argument. First, the base station 
of the prior art has clearly been shown as being capable of receiving and storing 
location data and subsequently determining its own or/and that of a cellular telephone. 
Furthermore, it is also shown that the '078 cellular phone can be made/modified to 
include event reporting capability as taught by the reference '917. As far as the device 
is being a medical device and the event, a medical event, examiner, as shown in the 
rejection, asserts that a cellular telephone can be assumed as a medical device when it 
is involved in medical information/event reporting. Second, it also need to be noted that 
the feature, - "such that the location of a medical event could later be determined", was 
not featured in claim 20 in such a manner. 

Argument VI: regarding claim 22, applicant asserts that Auerbach does not disclose 
"receiving information from the weapon via a Bluetooth communication." There is no 
reason to think that a perpetrator would use a Bluetooth enabled gun that transmits 
information to devices mounted in police vehicles. Because a perpetrator would be 
unlikely to use such a weapon, the system Auerbach would be rendered unsatisfactory 
for its intended purpose if it was modified in this way (e.g., the police would be unable to 
respond to gunshots fired by perpetrators). 

Response VI: examiner respectfully disagrees with the argument. The Bluetooth 
(shown by Cannon) is incorporated into a GPS information receiver for utilizing the GPS 
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location information in a short range wireless communication called piconet for the 
exchange of security event information. It is in this aspect of and in this manner that the 
Cannon Bluetooth is used to modify the Auerbach system. 

Argument VII: regarding the new claims 31-32, applicant argues by saying "a signal 
from the event device indicating that the user has initiated an event", which is in contrast 
to the '917 reference which is directed to radio signal characteristics not initiated by a 
user. 

Response VII: the new claims 31-32 are rejected on new ground of rejection and 
motivation based on references (US 5,504,717 and 5,870,029). The reference,'717 is 
directed to gunshot which must be initiated by a user. 



Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N Zewdu whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
5418. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (703) 308-5318. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Meless Zewdu 





Examiner 



WILLIAM TROST 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



18 June 2004. 



